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in my opinion, were either necessary, or even visionary. G ood
t hings t o con s i de r , pr oba b l y good p ol i cy ch a nges . Bu t t h i s
aspect o f t he b i l l , t o m e, r epr e s e nts ve r y bad pol i cy , pol i c y
that's contrary to what this Legislature has done for the last
2 0 yea r s , a n d p o l i c y wh i ch wi l l ag a i n t ak e u s b ac k t o t h e o l d
property tax pro blems t hat we had 20 years ago, and even ten
years ago. When you' re measuring property tax and how
burdensome i t is in the state, there's always one measurement
that I look at and that I think tells the most. Back in the
early 1980s, w e were the wor s t state in the union, or the
next-to-worst state in th e un i on, in term s o f reliance on
property tax as a n ov erall percentage of the taxes that we
levied. And that was particularly bad because we are a farm
state , and t he p r ope r t y t ax i s par t i cu l ar l y t ou g h o n t h e f arm
economy, on farmers. Since then, hard work, lots of changes,
but w e a r e n ow i n t he n e i g hb o r h o o d o f t he f i f t ee n t h or s i x t e e nt h
stat e f r om t h e b o t t om . I n o t h e r wo r d s , we ' r e m o v i n g up i n t o t h e
middle of t he pack i n t er m s o f our r e l i anc e o n p r o p e r t y t axe s .
we' re relying upon them less. Have.. .do they continue to go up?
Yes. As v a l u a t i o ns co n t i n u e t o g o up , a s t he sy s t e m c o n t i nu e s
t o adj u s t , t hey cont i n u e t o go u p . But t he qu e s t i o n i s , how
m uch would they have gone up had we not d one t he thi ngs tha t
we' ve d o ne ? They w o u l d h av e g one up a l ot m o r e. I t h i nk i t ' s
i ncumbent u p o n t h i s Le g i s l a t u r e t o ma i n t a i n t h e l e vy l i mi t s a s
best we can, and to continue to try to control property taxes as
best we can. We have in fact made enormous process (sic). And
let me tell you what I think the difference is between th e 74 9
(sic  -LB 759) approach that we' re discussing right now, and the
LB 540 approach that we w ill be discussing in somewhat
oversimplified form. As I un derstand it, Senator Brashear's
a l lows t h e l e v y l i m it t o go t o $ 1.10 , f r om $ 1 . 0 0 t o $ 1 . 1 0 .
Under th e Educa t i o n Commit tee b i l l , t he l evy l i m it wo u l d g o f r om
$1.00 to $1 . 04, t e mporarily. The d ifference between the two
approaches is that with 749 (sic - LB 75 9) , y o u wo u l d b e ac t i n g
i n t he . . .t o encou r ag e t he d i r ect i o n o f a per manent , st r at e g ic
change of d i r ec t i o n. I n ot her w o r d s , w e woul d b e k i n d o f goi ng
in a circle. Th ere are so many of these little circles, as I
l i v e t h i s l i f e , ov e r t h e y e a r s , i n t h e L e g i s l a t u r e . And we
would be sta rting a n other on e here , by go i ng back to more
r eliance upon the property tax as a permanent sort of chan ge .
With LB 540, wh ich is com ing up , there is a retreat. But I
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